We read the study from Jha and Duckett [1] with interest, and delight at the increasing activity around shared decisionmaking in urogynaecology. We would like to draw the attention of the authors and readers to the now published validation study [2] of the original patient decision aid (PDA)-upon which Jha and Duckett's version was based. SUI-PDA© itself had been published online in November 2017 [3] . pause" appears to have been an unexpected event during the utility study. The Methods section, however, suggests that there might have been plans to assess the impact of such a pause on patient choice. It appears, during the study, that women had been informed of the withdrawal of the most common surgical option they choose on the PDAthe midurethral tape. Such withdrawal had led to a decrease in choice from 50% to only 5%. Under such unusual circumstances, how confident would we be that the study results accurately reflect the impact of a PDA on patient choice?
